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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed on 6/21/2002. 

2. Applicant's preliminary amendment filed on July 24, 2002 has been entered. 
Claims 1-24 are under examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an International application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kori et al 
(US Patent No. 6,687,802). 

As per claim 21 . Kori teaches: 

data creating section which creates and records content in a predetermined recording 
medium [Fig. 3]; an identification information adder which adds apparatus identification 
information for identifying the content recording apparatus, to the content created at the 
data creating section [Fig. 3 col. 12 lines 4-7]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-11,13-20, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yagawa et al (US Patent No. 6,751 ,598) and in view of Kori et a! (US 
Patent No. 6,687.802). 

As per claim 1 . Yagawa teaches: 
receiving the content [Fig. 1]; 

transmitting the content to the telecommunication network [Fig. 1]; 
receiving at the user terminal [Fig. 1 component 4], 

judging whether the content is a legal copy or an illegal copy at the user terminal [col. 2 
lines 33-37] based on the extracted apparatus identification information (i.e. keys or 
codes) and the identification code (i.e. keys or codes) [col. 8 lines 50-561; and stopping 
reception and playback of the content at the user terminal when the content is judged 
an illegal copy [col. 8 lines 52-56, 58-61, abstract lines 6-9]. 

Yagawa teaches the storage medium have keys or codes (I.e. Identification information) 
with content [Fig. 1 component 1, col. 5 lines 44-46], the information about key or 
code is also read through the communication network [col. 2 lines 48-51] and 
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discriminates the key through the comparison with a key attached to the content [col. 8 
lines 48-52]. Yagawa doesn't expressively mention that apparatus identification 
information (i.e. apparatus ID) and content identification code (i.e. content ID). 
Kori teaches the apparatus identification information (i.e. apparatus ID) and content 
identification code (i.e. content ID) [Fig. 3 col. 11 lines 36-40, col. 12 lines 4-7]; 
extracting, at the user terminal, the apparatus identification information and the 
identification code from the received at least one part of the content [col. 10 lines 1-4, 
col. 42 lines 24-28]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kori into the teaching of Yagawa 
to utilize the apparatus identification information (i.e. apparatus ID) and content 
identification code. The modification would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to prevent illegal copying of an information signal and to 
protect the right of the proprietor of the copyright of the information [Kori, col. 4 lines 
35-37]. 

As per claim 2 . the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Yagawa teaches: 
the judging judges whether the content is a legal copy or an illegal copy on the basis of 
the combination of the apparatus identification information and identification code (i.e. 
keys or codes) extracted [abstract lines 5-7, col. 8 lines 43-56]. 
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As per claim 3 , the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further Yagawa teaches: 

wherein the user terminal further performs receiving the apparatus identification 

information and identification code in advance [col. 2 lines 48-51], 

wherein the judging judges that the content is a legal copy when an combination of the 

apparatus identification information and the identification code received in advance is 

the same as an combination of the apparatus identification information and the 

identification code extracted, and judges that the content is an illegal copy when the 

combinations are different [abstract lines 5-9, col. 8 lines 43-56, 58-61]. 

In addition, Kori teaches the apparatus ID is stored in advance [col. 11 line 55]. 

As per claim 4 . the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Yagawa teaches: 
posting the received at least one part of the content on the electronic bulletin board (i.e. 
server) to disclose, when the content is judged to be an legal copy by the judging [Fig. 1 
col. 7 lines 10-14, col. 6 lines 45-48]. 

As per claim 6 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Kori teaches: 
creating the content [Fig. 1]; and creating the identification code for uniquely identifying 
the content [Fig. 1 col- 6 lines 30-33], wherein the identification information and the 
created identification code are included in the content as electronic watermark 
information [col. 7 lines 1-4, col. 12 lines 4-9]. 
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As per claim 7 , the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated and Kori teaches: 

the identification information and the created identification code are encoded in advance 

as electronic watermark information [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 8 , it is a system claim corresponds to method claim 1 and is rejected for 
the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 1 above. 

As per claim 9 , the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further claim 9 is a system 
claim corresponds to method claim 2 and is rejected for the same reason set forth in the 
rejection of claim 2 above. 

As per claim 10 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and further claim 10 is a system 
claim corresponds to method claim 3 and is rejected for the same reason set forth in the 
rejection of claim 3 above. 

As per claim 11 . the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated and further claim 11 is a 
system claim corresponds to method claim 4 and is rejected for the same reason set 
forth in the rejection of claim 4 above. 

As per claim 13 , the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further claim 13 is a system 
claim corresponds to method claim 6 and is rejected for the same reason set forth in the 
rejection of claim 6 above. 
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As per claim 14 , the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and further claim 14 is a 
system claim corresponds to method claim 7 and is rejected for the same reason set 
forth in the rejection of claim 7 above. 

As per claim 15 . it is a computer-executable program claim corresponds to method 
claim 1 and is rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 1 above. In 
addition, Yagawa teaches the computer-executable program [col. 2 lines 65-66]. 

As per claim 16 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and further claim 16 is a 
computer-executable program claim corresponds to method claim 2 and is rejected for 
the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 2 above. 

As per claim 17 , the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and further claim 17 is a 
computer-executable program claim corresponds to method claim 3 and is rejected for 
the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 3 above. 

As per claim 18 , the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated and further claim 18 is a 
computer-executable program claim corresponds to method claim 4 and is rejected for 
the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 4 above. 
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As per claim 19 . the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and further Kori teaches: 
the extracting decodes and extracts the apparatus identification information and the 
identification code when the apparatus identification information and the identification 
code are encoded [Fig. 3 col. 10 lines 1-4]. 

As per claim 20 . the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and claim is a recording 
medium claim corresponds to method claim 1 and is rejected for the same reason set 
forth in the rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, Kori teaches the recording medium 
[abstract line 3]. 

As per claim 22 . Yagawa teaches: 

a content receiving section which receives content including apparatus identification 
information (i.e. key or code) [Fig. 1]; 

a legality judging section which judges legality of the apparatus identification information 
(i.e. key or code) included in the content [Fig. 1, abstract lines 5-7, col. 8 lines 48-56]; 
wherein the legality judging section stops recording of the content when the apparatus 
identification information (i.e. key or code) is judged to be illegal [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 58- 
61]. 

Yagawa doesn't expressively mention that the apparatus identification information. 
However, Kori teaches the apparatus identification information (i.e. apparatus ID [Fig. 3, 
col. 13 lines 58-59]. 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kori into the teaching of Yagawa 
to utilize the apparatus identification information (i.e. apparatus ID). The modification 
would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to prevent 
illegal copying of an information signal and to protect the right of the proprietor of the 
copyright of the information [Kori, col. 4 lines 35-37], 

As per claim 23 . it is a playback apparatus claim corresponds to recording apparatus 
claim 22 and is rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 22 above. 
In addition, Kori teaches the playback device [col. 1 lines 11-12]. 

5. Claims 5, 12 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yagawa et al (US Patent No. 6,751,598) in view of Kori et al (US Patent No. 
6,687,802) and in view of Marconcini (US Patent No. 6,834,1 10). 

As per claim 5 , the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated and Yagawa and Kori don't 
expressively mention that information for specifying a sender of the content and 
reception of the disclosed content on the basis of the information for specifying the 
sender. 

Marconcini teaches that information for specifying a sender of the content [col. 24 lines 
11-14] and reception of the disclosed content on the basis of the information for 
specifying the sender [col. 12 lines 23-28]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Marconcini into the teaching of 
Yagawa and Kori to utilize the owner (i.e. sender) information that identify the content. 
The modification would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide the secure delivery and right management of digital assets 
[Marconcini, col. 1 lines 14-15]. 

As per claim 12 . the rejection of claim 11 is incorporated and further claim 10 is a 
system claim corresponds to method claim 5 and is rejected for the same reason set 
forth in the rejection of claim 5 above. 

As per claim 24 , the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and Kori teaches: 
a unique code generator which generates a unique code for the content [Fig. 1 
component 3] from information on an apparatus, by which the content is created [Fig. 
3. apparatus ID]. Yagawa and Kori don't expressively mention that information on a 
content owner. 

Marconcini teaches that information on a content owner [col. 24 lines 11-14]. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kataoka et a! (US 5,857,021) disclose a security system for protecting 
information stored in portable storage media by checking identifiers assigned to each 
medium, system, and terminal. 

Matsumoto et al (US 6,320,829) discloses the copying of digital data from a 
digital recording medium is controlled so as to prevent unauthorized copying. 

Sake et al (US 6,215,745) discloses the data recording apparatus capable of 
preventing easily copying of information, even if information is copied, the copied 
information cannot be reproduced. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nirav Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-5936. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm (M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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